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Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
Peter Minkel, Engineering Geologist
September 16, 2022

Response
The comment includes a summary of regulations that pertain to hydrology and water quality. The comment does not

address the potential environmental impacts of the project, and no further response can be provided.
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From: LU Project Review Account

To: Scott Johnson

Ce: Karen Huss; Paul Philley

Subject: RE: CEQA Notice of Availability/Intent for the Elder Creek 7 Eleven Annexation (P20-038)
Date: Friday, September 16, 2022 8:16:40 AM

Attachments: image001.png

Dear Scott Johnson:

I'hank you for providing Sac Metro Air District with the opportunity to review the Elder Creelk 7-
Eleven Annexation Project Mitigated Negative Declaration under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). This project would include a 7-Eleven convenience stare, a fueling station with
six pumps, a car wash, and other elements including lighting, hardscape, and landscaping. The
project involves annexation of the project site into the City of Sacramento and is already within the
City’s Sphere of Influence. Sac Metro Air District offers the attached recommendations on air quality
and climate considerations for project implementation and CEQA review, consistent with methods
recommended in our Guide to Air Quality Assessment in Sacramento County (CEQA Guide), available
on our website.

Molly Wright

Air Quality Planner/Analyst

Desk: (279) 207-1157
ight@ai ity of

Oanavmp

SACRAMENTO METREOPOLITAN
s -

‘-"

AIR UALITY

MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

From: Scott Johnson <SRJohnson@cityofsacramento.org>

Sent: Wednesday, August 17, 2022 10:27 AM

To: Scott Johnson <SRJohnson@cityofsacramento.org>

Cc: Michael Hanebutt <MHanebutt@cityofsacramento.org>; Cheryle Hodge

<CHodge @cityofsacramento.org>; Ron Bess <RBess@cityofsacramento.org>

Subject: CEQA Notice of Availability/Intent for the Elder Creek 7 Eleven Annexation (P20-036)

*%%* THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE
ATRQUALITY.ORG **%*

Dear Interested Persons,

This email is to inform you that the City of Sacramento, Community Development
Department, as Lead Agency, has issued a Notice of Availability/Intent to Approve a
Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Elder Creek 7 Eleven Annexation Project (P20-
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036)
The Comment Period is from August 17, 2022, to September 16. 2022,

The document is now available for public review and comment. The NOA/I is available,
along with the Mitigated Negative Declaration on the City’'s Community Development
Department EIR webpage located at:

http://www cityofsacramento.org/Community-Development/Planning/Environmental/Impact-
Reports

Comments are invited from all interested parties. Written comments on the Mitigated
Negative Declaration should be submitted to the following address NO LATER THAN 5:00
pm on Friday, September 16, 2022. All comments should be submitted via email or
mailed to:

Scott Johnson, Senior Planner

300 Richards Blvd., 3™ Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811

(916) 808-5842
sriohnson@cityofsacramento.org

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Thank you.

Scott Johnson

City of Sacramento

Community Development Department
Environmental Planning Services

300 Richards Blvd., 3 Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811

(916) 808-5842
sriohnson@cityofsacramento.org
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SACRAMENTC METROPOLITAN

g
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MANAGE NT DISTRICT

September 16, 2022

Scott Johnson, Senior Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
300 Richards Boulevard, 3rd Floor, Sacramento, CA 95811

Subject: Elder Creek 7-Eleven Annexation Project (SCH# 2022080366)
Dear Scott Johnson:

Thank you for providing the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (Sac Metro Air
District) with the opportunity to review the Elder Creek 7-Eleven Annexation Project Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND) under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This project would include a
7-Eleven convenience store, a fueling station with six pumps, a car wash, and other elements including
lighting, hardscape, and landscaping. The project involves annexation of the project site into the City of
Sacramento and is already within the City’s Sphere of Influence. Sac Metro Air District offers the
following recommendations on air quality and climate considerations for project implementation and
CEQA review, consistent with methods recommended in our Guide to Air Quality Assessment in
Sacramento County (CEQA Guide), available on our website:

e The MND indicates that “Operation of the project would not result in result in any new
permitted stationary sources.” Please note that gasoline dispensing facilities (GDFs) are
permitted sources requiring an Authority to Construct and Permit to Operate from Sac Metro Air
District. The installation of a California Air Resources Board certified vapor recovery system is
also required. Sac Metro Air District will conduct a health risk assessment for the GDF which
may limit the gasoline throughput to meet allowable health risk levels. For GDF application
instructions and forms visit: http://www.airquality.org/businesses/permits-registration-

programs/permit-applications-recordkeeping-advisories/gasoline-dispensing-facility. If you

have any questions on GDFs, please contact Steve Mosunic, Program Supervisor with Sac Metro
Air District’s Permitting Section, at 279-207-1137 or smosunic@airquality.org.

e The MND indicates that “there would be relatively few daily trips that would not result in
longterm TAC [toxic air contaminant] exposure to nearby receptors” (p. 3-14), as part of its
rationale for finding that project exposure of substantial pollutant concentrations to sensitive
receptors would be less than significant. This appears to indicate that most daily trips would
result in long-term TAC exposure, which would not be an appropriate rationale for the less than
significant finding. Sac Metro Air District recommends clarifying this rationale. Further, we
recommend supplementing this rationale with a quantification and of the weekly number of
trips that would result in long-term TAC exposure, and a description of the types of trips that
would result in the long-term TAC exposure. Please note that the California Air Resources

777 12th Street, Ste. 300 » Sacramento, CA 95814
Tel: 279-207-1122 » Toll Free: 800-880-9025
AirQuality.org
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Elder Creek 7-Eleven Annexation Project MND
Page2 of 2

Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook provides guidance on the number of daily heavy
duty truck trips that may result in substantial concentrations of TACs.

Construction

As a reminder, all projects are subject to Sac Metro Air District rules and regulations in effect at the time
of construction. Please visit our website to find a list of the most common rules that apply at the
construction phase of projects.

Conclusion
Thank you for your attention to our comments. If you have questions about them, please contact Sac
Metro Air District staff at mwright@airquality.org or 279-207-1157.

Sincerely,

Mol

c_) 'v\_):n.‘ 9 Q\:K

1 4

Molly Wright, AICP
Air Quality Planner / Analyst

c: Paul Philley, AICP, Program

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District
Molly Wright, Air Quality Planner/Analyst
September 16, 2022

Response
Comment 1

The comment indicates that it is incorrect to state that the project would not result in any new permitted stationary
sources. The comment states that the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD) will
conduct a health risk assessment associated with the gasoline dispensing facilities.

In response to this comment, the language of paragraph five on page 3-13 of the ISMND has been amended as
follows. Where language have been removed, it is shown in strikethrough; where language has been added, it is
shown in underline.

Operation of the project would introduce a gasoline dispensing facility, which is a retresultin-resalt-inany
new stationary source requiring a permit from the SMAQMD; rerweuld-the however, the project would not
site new sensitive receptors. The proposed gasoline dispensing facility would be permitted through
SMAQMD and would be equipped with a CARB-certified recovery system. Moreover, Hewever, operation of
the project would result in new sources of TACs associated with commercial and fuel delivery trucks, as well
as vehicles refueling.

The text edits above do not alter the significance determination of the ISMND. No further response is required.
Comment 2

The comment quotes page 3-14 of the ISMND stating that “there would be relatively few daily trips that would not
result in long-term TAC exposure to nearby receptors.” The comment suggests that the rationale to determine a less-
than-significant impact is based on long-term TAC exposure and is not appropriate. The comment suggests using the
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California Air Resources Board (CARB) 2005 Air Quality and Land Use Handbook to determine whether the project
would have a significant TAC impact.

As stated on page 3-14 of the ISMND, “[w]ith regards to the placement of the project near existing sensitive
receptors, the project would be located approximately 220 feet from the nearest residence. Per CARB’s Air Quality
and Land Use Handbook, large gasoline dispensing facilities should be located at least 300 feet from sensitive
receptors (CARB 2005:4). A large gasoline dispensing facility is considered one which has an annual throughput of 3.6
million gallons. The project is anticipated to have an annual throughput of less than 2 million gallons per year, thus it
would not be considered large by CARB’s standards” (page 3-14). The analysis provided in the IS/MND already uses
CARB's 2005 Air Quality and Land Use Handbook and determined that the size of the gasoline dispensing facility
(fueling station with six pumps of 2 million gallons per year) would not meet CARB's standards in its handbook.

No edits to the ISMND are required in response to this comment. No further response is required.
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5  LIST OF PREPARERS

AMANAG OIEKSZUIN ..ottt Principal
MariannNe LOWENTNAL. ...ttt st st Project Manager
Alta CUNNINGNEM....coii st Senior Cultural Resources Specialist
EMINIE ZEIAZO ..ot Cultural Resources Specialist
DML ANTONMIOU 1.ttt nbes Senior Noise Specialist
Hannah Kornfeld.........ccocooiororeeeeeeeeen, Senior Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas, Energy, and Noise
Carrie SIMMONS ... Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas, Energy, and Noise
JUBA WIISON et Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas, Energy, and Noise
ZACNANY BT ..o Transportation
TAMIMUIE BEYET ...ttt Senior Biologist
HaNN@ WEINDEIGE ...ttt Biologist
LISA IMIBITY oot GIS Specialist
BIIAN PEITY oottt Graphics Specialist
GAYIELY LANE ..ot Publishing Specialist
IMICNEIE IMATLEI ..ottt Publishing Specialist
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